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Non-Final Office Action 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 9-13 are not limited to tangible 
embodiments. In view of Applicant's disclosure, specification paragraph 0026, the 
medium is not limited to tangible embodiments, instead being defined as including both 
tangible embodiments (e.g., data storage system) and intangible embodiments (e.g., 
transmission media). As such, the claim is not limited to statutory subject matter and is 
therefore non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described In a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Farchi 
etal., US 2003/0046613 A1. 

Referring to claims 1, 9, and 14: 

a. In paragraph 0012, Farchi et al. disclose testing a client program for 
opening a connection to a server (performing automatic testing of a system 
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including a plurality of modules in which at least two modules lack a 
predetermined communication mechanism). 

b. In paragraph 0016, Farchi et al. disclose creating a test suite for testing a 
program (establishing at least one test goal for testing regarding at least one of a 
module and an interface point between modules; providing at least one test script 
configured to conduct a test at each module and each interface point). 

c. In paragraph 0016, Farchi et al. disclose that the output from the test 
coverage tool is generated in the same language that was used to write the 
coverage criteria that are input to an automated test generator to create the test 
cases, which form the test suite. As a result, the output from the coverage tool 
can be input into the automated test generator to cause the generator to 
automatically revise the test cases to correct inadequacies (generating a test 
map for each test goal, each test map configured to run at least one test script for 
each module and each interface point in accordance with the test goal; and 
automatically testing the system using each test map). 

d. With respect to claim 9, in paragraph 0023, Farchi et al. disclose a 
computer readable medium embodying computer-readable code. 

Referring to claims 2, 10, and 15, in paragraph 0026, Farchi et al. disclose that 
the coverage tool generates a test coverage report based on the test trace and the 
coverage criteria and this report is utilized to judge the suitability of the program under 

* 

test (the step of scoring a test result for at least one of the test goal and each test 
script). 
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Referring to claims 3, 1 1 , and 16, in paragraph 0030, Farchi et al. disclose that 
by inputting test traces from multiple test suites, test suites that are too restrictive and/or 
that are inefficient can be identified and additional criteria can be automatically created 
to correct those deficiencies (wherein a test script is included in a test map only if the 
test script has a score that is greater than a threshold score). 

Referring to claims 4, 12, and 17, in paragraph 0030, Farchi et al. disclose that 
by inputting test traces from multiple test suites, test suites that are too restrictive and/or 

» 

that are inefficient can be identified and additional criteria can be automatically created 
to correct those deficiencies (wherein the generating step includes generating a test 
map for a given test goal only if the given test goal has a score that is greater than a 
threshold score). 

Referring to claims 5 and 18, in paragraph 0026, Farchi et al. disclose that the 
coverage tool generates a test coverage report based on the test trace and the 
coverage criteria (further comprising the step of recording a test result for each test 
script). 

Referring to claim 6, in paragraph 0016, Farchi et al. disclose creating a test suite 
(further comprising the step of recording each test map). 

Referring to claims 7 and 19, in paragraph 0016, Farchi et al. disclose that the 
output from the test coverage tool is generated in the same language that was used to 
write the coverage criteria that are input to an automated test generator to create the 
test cases, which form the test suite. As a result, the output from the coverage tool can 
be input into the automated test generator to cause the generator to automatically 
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revise the test cases to correct inadequacies (further comprising the step of repeating 
the steps of generating and automatically testing after correction of a failure). 

Referring to claims 8, 13, and 20, in paragraph 0016, Farchi et al. disclose that 
the output from the test coverage tool is generated in the same language that was used 
to write the coverage criteria that are input to an automated test generator to create the 
test cases which form the test suite. As a result, the output from the coverage tool can 
be input into the automated test generator to cause the generator to automatically 
revise the test cases to correct inadequacies (further comprising the step of modifying 
the test map based on a modeling rule). 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited prior art is related to different methods of regression 
testing and modifying test coverage. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C. Maskulinski whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 3649. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on 571-272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Michael C Maskulinski 

Examiner 
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